Addendum 62b 


1/2000 


Commeat 


Commenter 


Summary of commeat 


Response 


0001/001 


lim Tsady 
Armstrong World 
Industries 


Sections 6.2.1 & 6.2.5 
the word “estimated” 


Delete 


Reiected. Extimation is the onlv practioal method Ibr 


manv contaminant sources. Requirinc a stridter 


Standard could amount io disailovving the IA.Q 


Procedure in inanv circ uitistances. 
Acceptod 


TWO POINTS: - TH1S - MA¥ — OR MAY NOT feli 


liDTTORfAL . AA S O . S O MI: FREFER BSTIMA ^ HE B 


TO DETERMINED BECAUSE DF.TERM1MID 


CAN BE - . INTERPRETED AS ACTUALIY 


M EASURBP m OPPOSED TO QTUER- 


tACCEP-TANL L) MEANS—QF — ARRI VINO - 


K'l' 


THESE - VALU ES, 


0001/0002 


0002/0001 


Jitn Tsudy 
Armstrong World 
Industries 


Section 6.2.2 

Substitute “nationally 

recognized authority” for 

“cognizant authority” 


Reiected. Coenizance is the essence of the intent. npt 


recoenition. Cognizance is knowiedge ofthe stibieit 


at hand, reeognition is knowiedge of the authority bk 


otjiers. An aulhoritv mav be well recognized bv 
others but for reasons other thant the auttioriP/s 
knowiedge of Ihe subiect. 

Accepted 

AL-&Q-- MAY NOT -BE-SS ITORIAL. PERHAR -S 


DOES NATIONALLY R EPgRj— f - S — AN 


INT ERNATI O NAL STANDARD. NOT -4fe 


MA¥B B —A- NY NATION - IS - ACCPETABBE 4 


p . QN t T- [vNQ W--DO INTERNATIONA L»: 


ARINMANA^AI^^ QUT -THBRfi-~WI (O 


Al^CLH^NiyAN- r }A0N--TI4L-{SSl.JlA 


Maut y Wawryk 
Venmar CBS 


Section 6.2 

Add “occupants and/or visitors” 


Rcieeted. Titis po rtam of tlic Standard deals w| 


code minitnuiris. which are lied to occupants:. une 


can always go bgyond the niinirnum and design 


vtsitors. but it is important to be ciear that Lhis is yot 


rcnuircd. 


-E) 


th 


0003/0001 


Todd Weiler 
Venmar CES 


Ditto 


Accepted 

Reiected. This portion of the Standard deals \dith 


codc minimunts. which are li&d to occunants. Qne 


can always go bevond the mirtimum and design 


visitors, but it is important to be clcar that lhis is 


tot 


rea ui reti. 


0004/0001 


Luc Janelle 

Venmar CES 


Ditto 


(U.CC1) fctrvr 

Reiected. Tbis porlion of the Standard deals vvlitli 


code miniwitts. which are Eieci to occunants. C| 


can alwavs go bevond tlic niinirnum attd desistn Ibr 
visitors. but ii is inmortant to be ciear that lhis is nor 


required. 
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Addendum 62h 


1/2000 


Co minent 

Commender 

Sumtnary of comment 

Response 

0005/0001 

John DiFazio Jr. 
CSMA 

Move entire procedure to 
guideline 

Rejected 

• The proposed IAOP is an alternati ve 
compliance path that gives the designer the 
ability to exercise their collective expertise, 
judgment and experience. The enforcement 
ts available by examination of the 
"deliverables”, specifically the extensive 
documentation requirements outlined in 
6.2.5. There are many examples of this type 
of enforceability in other codes and 
standards. 

• The proposed IAQP is not fikely to be used 
unless the designer has a high degree of 
confidence in the procedures and data since 
all assumptions must be thoroughly 
documented. 

0005/0002 

John DiFazio Jr. 
CSMA 

Sections 6.2. i & 6.2.5 

Delete the words “or estimated” 
Delete the word “estimated” 


br 

manv contaminant sourccs. Rcctuirintr a strio 

ter 

Standard could amount to disallowina the I/ 

iQ 

Procedure in manv circumstanees. 



0005/0003 

John DiFazio Jr. 
CSMA 

Section 6.2.2 

Substitute “nationally 

recognized authority" for 

“cognizant authoriLy” 

Reiected. Cosnizance is the essence of the inlent. i 

m 

recognition. Cognizance is knovvledae of the subi 

!Ct 

at hand, recognition is knowledse of the authoritv 

bv 

others. An authoritv mav bc well recognized 

by 

others hut for reasons other than the authoril 

M 

knowledge of the subiect. 

Aecepted in principier 


.^nhAnafL. 











si w ifRjn iiuui 
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Addendum 62h 


1/2000 


Comment Commenter 


0005/0004 John DiFazio Jr. 
CSMA 


Summary of comment 


Sections 6.2.1,6.2.2,6 2.5 
Redefine “contaminates 



John DiFazio Jr. 
CSMA 


Response 


Reiecled, Dcfinitkm refers back to containinants 


conccrn as ", funnd indoor at freauencies and lev 


chanae isto add die word "lesntimate." This word 


is dcfinitelv not inlcnded for 


Standard - eontarninants could be eonsidered which 


nol ha ve a basis in law. The forttter mcaniisH does 


add specificitv enforceabilitv oi' to the Standard 


ustifv its inclusion The continenter refers ta the 


of the term in UL 2117: bul does not state the scec 


context. This committcc ha& nurposes different fr 


the UL bodv and is entitled to reach a differ 


conclusum. 


A 

m 

■ 


Section 6.2 

Redefine "perccived IAQ" 
Section 6.2.3 

Redefine “perceived AQ” to 
"pcrceived IAQ” 



Reiccted. 

Commcnter wishes to exclude "dissadsfitcliun reta 


to temperature, humiditv. tialitina and psychosodial 


siiessors." The eoinintucc does not xvish to rcr 


the exetusinn ol' thuse factors. For instance, I w 


iccentahiliiv of indoor air and mav be eonsidered 


the IAQ nroeedurc. 


ADDING- -Bt WM-I-T-IQN—TO—6-3- 


\wmm 





NEEOS-SOMI^RCFINEMENT-AW-YW-AAt 




ft.2-:AO\R-E-¥Oy-RF.GQMMENIM-MG-R-BITCTJO 
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Addendum 62h 


1/2000 


Comment 

0006/0001 


Commenter 

Dick Morris 
NAHB 


Summa ry of comment 

Move enti re procedure 

guideline 


to 


Response _ 

Rejecled 

The proposed IAQP is an alternative compliance path 
that gives the designer the ability to exercise iheir 
collective expertise, judgment and experience. The 
enforcement is available by examination of the 
“deliverables”, speciftcally the extensive 
documentation requirements outiined in 6.2.5. There 
are many examples of this type of enforceability in 
other codes and standards. 


The proposed IAQP is not likely to be used unless the 
designer has a high degree of confidence in the 
procedures and data since ali assumptions must be 
thoroughly documented. 


0007/0001 


Hal Levin 


BERG 


Section 6.1 VRP 

Don‘t delete “ 


O/A 


when neccssary” 




rg—a—se parat e— v e ntilatori 


' i f T 11 i 't 

pttnTew 


dependfng—on—du 


treatment 



\s 


A 


ll< 

a p_mtniii/Krr__ amv_da DTir"i n 

LD. 



m 




L ha r ai ■ r» # m 


Reieelcd. 

This addendum does not the bullet "O/A treutin 

:nt 

whcn necessarv”. (t was delcted in addendum < 

i2r 

(which is currenilv tn the nublic comment nroce 

>sl 

and rcnlitced vvith more succi Ile retiuirements. 

A ..vant Jrs nrin^lnL ( \ D A D T 7 VAF I D C I TV C*V l \T /"1 Vi 

'2 




Tfre-Toe-tts-ei-iiti^-iHldew Jtffit -i^ th e TAQPr - Pf eti ef i iw - ve 
fettotfewwws4'w-4lte-treirtffteri--at : e--be4ft g - s p e e i rica l l l y 
add-re su et ) —bv—mtober 


mod+rle d -i rH. rtrnftfRet+tWr 
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Addendum 62h 


1/2000 


0007/0005 


Hal Levin 
BERG 



Rejected 

The IAQP is intcnded to afford tlie designer the 
flexibility so sei aceeptability levels in collaboration 
wiih the owner. 


Reject 

Carbon dioxide is only one potentia! contaminant of 
concern to designers. This alternati ve path of 
compliance requires consideration of many variables. 


0007/0006 Hal Levin 
BERG 


0008/0001 GaryKuhI 

Philip Morris 


0008/0002 


Gary Kuhl 

Philip Morris 


Section 6.1.1 
Changc “typica!' 1 
unusuial" 


Section 7.2.4 


Section 6.1 

Eliminate words from third 
bullet; residential, vehicular and 
industrial 


Section 6.1.3 

Preserve ccrtain language 

deleted by the proposed 

addenda 

DESCRIBE THE LANGUAGE 


A LiTTI.E MORE 


VERSION OF THE I 


PROCEDERE IS NOT FOCUSING ON SPECI 


CONTAMINANTS lOTHF.R THAN THE TAB 


OF GU1DEL1NFS). BUT IS LEAVING THAT ’ 


THE DESIGNER. 


Rcjected 

This commem does not apply to tbe IAQP addendum. 
The modifications caused by this addendum to section 
6.1.1 are only incidental to renumbering and don't 
applv to the IAQP. 


Until Std 62.2 is accepted, 62-1999 stili addresses 

these other spaces. 


Rejected 


hddresMHl-bv - this—nddenrfun-. WHAT THE V ?P 
ACCOMPL1SHES IS NOT WITHIN THE SCO >E 
OF THIS ADDENDUM. WHICH IS INTENDI ;D 


TO ONLY COVER HOW TO IMPLEMENT T 


IAQ PROCEDURE 
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Avddet\d\iTO 62 .h 


1/2000 


Comment 

Conuncnter 

Summary of comment 

Response 

0009/0001 

Peter Lipowicz 

Philip Mortis 

Section 6.2.1 

Change “cognizant authority” lo 
“nationally recognized..." and 
include language about 

standardized testing 

Reject 

The- oroDosed 1AOP is an alternati ve comoliance nath 
that gives the designer the ability to exercise their 
collective expertise, judgment and experience. The 
enforcement is available by examination of the 
"deliverables”, specifically the extensive 

documentation requirements outlined in 6.2.5. There 
are many cxamples of this type of enforceability in 
other codes and slandards. 




The proposed IAQP is not likely to be used unless 
designer has a high degree of confidence in 
procedures and data sinec ali assumptions must 
thoroughly documented. Nothing in this standt 
compels the use of contaminant data regardless of 
reliability. 

TBV TO I INK VOHR RESPONSE TO T1 

he 

he 

be 

ird 

ts’ 





T- 





IO 




NEED TO RESTRTCT THE IAOP SO SEVEREL 

Y, 




AND THAT WE ARE NOT REOUIRING I 

rs 






0009/0002 

Peter Lipowicz 

Philip Morris 

Section 6.2.2 

Change “cognizant authority” to 

Rciectcd 

The nronosed 1A0P is an altcrnative comoliance n 

ith 



"nationally recognized..." and 

that aives the desianer the ahililv to exercise tli 

nr 



include languatte about 

collective exnertise. ludament and exDerience. '1 

he 



standardized testing 

enforcement is available bv examination of 

he 



"deliverables". snecilicallv the extens 

ve 




documeniation rcuuiiements outlined in 6.T5. Tli 

TC 




are manv examnles of this tvne of enforeeabilitv 

in 




olher codes and slandards. 





The nrorxised IAOP is not likelv to be used unless 

he 




desianer has a Etisth deurce of conlidence in 

he 




procedures and data since ali assumntions must 

be 




thorougltlv documemed. Nothing in this stund 

irti 




conmefs the use of contaminatu data rceardlcss of 

ts' 




reliabilitv. 

THERE IS NO NEED TO RESTRICT THE IA 

2E 




SO SEVERELV. AND THAT WE ARE N< 

)T 




REOUIRING ITS APPLICATION AS Commcn 

ier 




STATEs 

A.ecepwd 





PREVIGy Sv -BY -AND -LARGE, -I—T+HNK— 

EF 





if. 




REASONS-, 
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Addendum 62h 


1/2000 


Comment 

Commenter 

Sumniary of comment 

Response 

0010/0001 

Davor Novosel 
SEMCO Inc. 

Section 6.2.3 

Add language to clarify and 
make design level of 

acceptability for visitors only. 

Rcject 

The proposed IAOP is an alternative comoliance path 
that gives the designer the ability to exercise their 
collectivo expertise, judgment and experience. The 
enforcement is available by examination of the 
“deliverables”, specifica] ly the extensive 

documentation requirements outlined in 6.2.5. There 
are many examples of this type of enforceability in 
other codes and standards. 




The occupant type and percent dissatisfaction of 
occupants are variabies in the IAQP for the designer 
and owner to collaborate on. The proposed language 
allows the designer to design for visitors, occupants 
or both. This Information must be includcd in the 
documentation, which is a deliverable to code 
officials. 

0011/0001 

Ed Fickes 

Fickes Eng. 

Section 6.2 

Delete entire section and move 
to guideline 

Reject 

The proDosed IAOP is an alternative compliance path 
that gives the designer the ability to exercise their 
collective expertise, judgment and cxpcrience. The 
enforcement is available by examination of the 
“deliverables”, specifically the extensive 

documentation requirements outlined in 6.2.5. There 
are many examples of this type of enforceability in 
other codes and standards. 




The proposed IAQP is not likely to be used unlcss the 
designer has a high degree of confidence in the 
procedures and data since ali assumptions must be 
thoroughly documcntcd. 

0011/0002 

Ed Fickes 

Fickes Eng. 

Section 6.2 

Delele entire section 

Reject 

The oroDosed IAOP is an alternative comoliance path 
that gives the designer the ability to exercise their 
collective expertise, judgment and experience. The 
enforcement is available by examination of the 
“deliverables”, specifically the extensive 

documentation requirements outlined in 6.2.5. There 
are many examples of this type of enforceability in 
other codes and standards. 




The proposed IAQP is not likely to be used unless the 
designer has a high degree of confidence in the 
procedures and data since all assumptions must be 
thoroughly documcntcd. 
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JVddeYvdvmi 62h 


1/2000 


Comment Commenter Summary of comment Response 


0011/0003 Ed Fickes Section 6.2 Reject 

Fickes Eng. Delete entire section The proposed IAQP is an alternative compliance path 

that gives the designer the ability to exercisc their 
collective expertise, judgment and experience. The 
enforcemcnt is available by examination of the 
“deliverables”, specifically the extensive 
documentation requirements ouilined in 6.2.5. There 
are many examples of this type of enforceability in 
other codes and standards. 

The proposed IAQP is not likely to be used unless the 
designer has a high degree of confidence in the 
procedures and data since ali assumptions must be 
thoroughly documented. 



0011/0004 


Ed Fickes 
Fickes Eng. 


Section 6.2 
Modify section 


DELETE _ GENERIC 

DESCR1PT1QN OF IAQ 
PROCEDURE BASED ON 
MP.MBERSHIP PET1TION. 


Reject 

The proposed IAQP is an alternative compliance p ith 
that gives the designer the ability to exercise their 
collective expertise, judgment and experience. 1 he 
enforcement is available by examination of he 
“deliverables”, specifically the extens ve 
documentation requirements outlined in 6.2.5. There 
are many examples of this type of enforceability in 
other codes and standards. 


The purpose of the procedure is to provide acccptable 
indoor environments not just “ventilation system 
design..” In some cases operationat and/or 
contaminant monitoring ntay be part of the design. 
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Addendum 62h 


1/2000 


Commcnt 


Commenter 


Summary of conunent 


Respc 


0012/0001 


Dennis Stanke 
Trane Co. 


Section 6.2.1 

Add the following; “At a 
minimum, droplet nuclei 

resulting from human 

respiration shall be considered a 

contaminant of concern for ali 

ventilation system designs” 


Rejected 

Thn pmpo ii cd iAOP - i s- an - ahernahv e comoliance r> 


tfh 


thttt- g ive s -tbg - d ft iign e r the ab il ity - to - cxcrci s e-tt teiF 

availahle —by—e xaminatio» —of—pe 

Ve- 

sfe- 


ctiforcomcnt 


“d e livcmb le s’', - speetfteaH y-the- exien t 


X b ti 


docuinontation rcqui r omcnts outlin e d in 6 2.A - 

nre nwny -tHt fwnp leS'- ol ' i b 

othcr cod es- and standard s 

contaminant: ; uf concern u t» ed te-set othor ventilat 


retes— ce ve red —by—tbts— Standard — iiucb 


HOft 
be 

v e ntilat io n rate proc e dure — I — WQ U LB RESPOH & 

THE Ia O 

PROCEDURE AS PROPOSED IS NO T 
SPEC1FYING CONTAMS OF CONCERN. ThIt 

A 

POSITION TO DO 50 YET. MAYBE IN TKE 
FUTURE. Hnwcver. sec Appendix C for guidancelon 


some contaminants oi concern. 


0012/0002 


Dennis Stanke 
Trane Co. 


Section 6.2.4 

Clarify entirc section to 
highlight the intent of the IAQP 
is io determine minimum 
airflow values. 


Aoccntod as cditoriaL 
Rejected 



spec+ft c cortnm wwf » !) u 

■ dw-ing.th e 

turget l evel--of--pett-eived--4 AQ a eeefttabifriy- 


0012/0003 


Dennis Stanke 
Trane Co. 


Section 6.2.4 

Delete “mass baiance" and add 
“as part of a mass baiance 
analysis” laler in same sentence. 


Accepted as cditnrial . Thank you. 


0012/0004 


Dennis Stanke 
Trane Co. 


Section 6.2.4 

Add, “in some cases_may be 

used.." 


Accepted as editorial . Thank you. 


0012/0005 


Dennis Stanke 
Trane Co. 


Add ‘to assure proper 
ventilation” delete “It is also 
acccptable to apply..” 


Rejected 

The goal of the IAQP is not necessarilv to specify 
minimum airflow values. “ The IAQP is a 
pcrformance-based approach in which the building 
and its ventilation system are designed to maintain the 
concentrations of specific contaminants at or below 
ccrtain limits identilled during the building design 
larget level of perceived IAQ acccptability by the 
oeeupants.” 

The changes as proposed are limiting statements 
deterring the designer from COnsidering more than just 
ventilation. _ 
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Addendum 62h 


1/2000 


Comment 

Commenter 

Sununary of comment 

Response 

0012/0006 

Dcnnis Stankc 

Trane Co. 

Section 6.2,5 

Change wording for 

consistency, tense and contexi. 
Suggests addition of sentence 
further clarifying documencation 
requirements when the IAQP is 
used with the VRP. 

Accepted as editorial. Portion of comment deal 

ng 

with nossibilitv of additiona! lancuaec conccm 

ri£ 

documentation For usi ne VRP in coniunction w 

ith 

IAO nrocedure is rciected. Sec rcsnonsc to nrevii 

us 

comment. 


0013/0001 

Forwood Wiser FII 
Environmemal 
Dynamics Grp. 

IAQP 

Procedure too difficult to use 
and should provide beller health 
and perceived A/Q than the 
VRP. 

Rejected 

The soat of the IAOP is not necessarilv to specifv 
minimum airflow values. “ The IAQP is a 
performance-based approach in which the building 
and its ventilation system are designed to maintain the 
concentrations of specific contaminants at or below 
certain limits identified during the building design 
targct Icvel of perceived IAQ acceptability by the 
occupants,” 

The IAQP Procedure should not necessarily provide 
better IAQ. 

The committee will investigate additiona! clarity of 
IAQ verses PIAQ. 

0014/0001 

Hoy Bohannon 

RJR 

Section 6.2.2 

Delete reference to “cognizant 
authority” 

Rciected. tconv from 001 /0023 

Accepted. Thank yoti. 

’0 






S 



0014/0002 

Hoy Bohannon 

RJR 

Section 6.2.2 

Delete reference to “cognizant 
authority" 

Rciected. tconv from 001/002) 

b? 

0014/0003 

Hoy Bohannon 

RJR 

Enlire section 

Delete emire scction 

Rejected 

The proposed IAOP is an alternative (not requir^d) 
compliance path that gives the designer the abifity to 
exercise their collective expertise, judgment and 
experience, The enforcement is availabic by 
examination of the “deliverables”, specifically the 
extensive documentation requirements outlined in 
6.2.5. There arc many examples of this type of 
enforceability in other codes and standards. 
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Addendum 62h 


1/2000 


Comment 

Conunenter 

Summarv of comment 

Response 

0015/0001 

Mike Schell 
Engelhard Sensor 
Technologies 

Section 6.2, Table 6.1 

• Calculate rates based 
on unadapted 
occupants 

• Establish base 
ventilation rate 

• Move diversity 
considerations to 
opcrational section 

6.1.3.2 

Rejected 

There seems to be some confusion over the scope of 
addenda h. Specifically there is no table 6.1 proposed 
as part of section 6.2. It seems that the comment is 
more directed at the VRP than the IAQP. 

Also the proposed IAOP is an alternative cornnliance 
path that gives the designer the abilily to exercise 
their collective expertise, judgment and experience. 
This includes design considerations such as adapted 
verses unadapted occupatus, diversity levels and base 
ventilation rates. The enforcement is available by 
examination of the “deliverables”, specifically the 
extensive documenlalion requirements outlined in 
6.2.5. There are many examples of this type of 
enforceability in other codes and standards. 

0015/0002 

Mike Schell 
Engelhard Sensor 
Technologies 

Section 6.2.4 

Rework treaunent of diversity 

Rejected 

There seems to be some confusion over the scope of 
addenda h. There are no specific references to 
diversity in neither addenda section 6.2.4 nor Std. 62- 
1999. The proposed IAOP is an alternative, 
performance-based compliance path that gives the 
designer the abilily io exercise their collective 
expertise, judgment and experience. This includes 
design considerations such as adapted verses 
unadapted occupants, diversity levels and base 
ventilation rates. The enforcement is available by 
examination of the “deliverables", specifically the 
extensive documentation requirements outlined in 
6.2.5. There are many examples of this type of 
enforceability in other codes and standards. 

0015/0003 

Mike Schell 
Engelhard Sensor 
Technologies 

Section 6.1.3.2 

Rework ireatment of diversity 
and base ventilation rate. 

Rejected 

Section 6.1.3.2 is not covcred by the scope of this 
addendum. 

0015/0004 

Mike Schell 
Engelhard Sensor 
Technologies 

Section 6.1.1 

Rework consideration of 

adapted verses unadapted 
occupants 

Rejected 

Section 6.1.1 is not covered by the scope of this 
addendum. 
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Addendum 62 h 


1/2000 


Comment 

Commenter 

Summary of comment 

Response 

0016/0001 

Paul Cammer 
Business Council 
on Indoor Air 

Section 6.2 

Place entire procedure in 
appendix. 

Rejected 

The DtODOsed IAOP is an alternative. ocrformance- 
based compliance path that gives the designer the 
ability to exercise their collective expertise, judgment 
and experiencc. The enforcement is available by 
examinatiori of the “deliverables”, specifically the 
extensive documentation requirements outlined in 
6.2.5. There are many examples of this type of 
enforceability in other codes and standards. 


- 


As the commented suggests, the data may not be 
available for certain circumstances and types of 
occupancies but for others it may be a viable 
procedure that allovvs technological advances and 
calculation procedures. However, the proposed IAQP 
is not necessarily a ‘Technology forcing” approach 
sincc the designer ehooses whcn and whcn not to use 
the procedure and the application of it. 

0016/0002 

Paul Cammer 
Business Council 
on Indoor Air 

Section 6.2 

Reptace “cognizant aulhority" 
with "nationally recognized 
aulhority" 

Rciected. fconv from 001/002) 
Aeeeptedt-TjKiftk-yvWr 
|s,C;l 

1 




0016/0003 

Paul Cammer 
Business Council 
on Indoor Air 

Section 6.2.5 

Eliminate the requiremcnt for 
“exposure analysis” 

Rejected 

The commenter uses the specific wording of 
"exposure analysis”. Tliese words are not found in the 
section 6.2.5. There are certainly some circumstances 
where the availability and applicability of emissions 
data does not instill sufficient confidence to use the 
IAQP. However, there are spaces that the IAQP may 
stili !...,e high confidence. The designer may choose 
to solicit (hire) ouisidc assistance in some cases to 
perform source strengih determinations. 




As an optional path of compliance the procedure that 
enables advances in technology and the other useful 
applications should not be precluded. The designer 
must make the determination of procedura! 
applicability based on the data available, his 
experience and expertise as well as type of space and 
System being contemplated. 
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Addendum 62h 


1/2000 


Comnicnt 


Commenter 


Summary of comment 


Response 


0017/000) 


Rodney Lewis 
Rodney Lewis 
Associates 


Sections 6.2.4 & 6.2.5 
Sections ovcrly complicated 
based on Colliver Report. 


Rejecte d 

The proposed IAQP is an alternati ve compliance path 
that gives thc designer the ability to exercise their 
collective expertise, judgment and experience. This 
includes design consideralions such as adapted verses 
unadapted occupants, diversity levels and base 
ventilation rates. The enforcement is available by 
examinati on of the “deliverables", specifically the 
extensive documentation requirements outlined in 
6.2.5. There are manv examples of this type of 
enforceability in other codes and standards, 

The proposed procedure is neither overly complicated 
nor simplistic. It depends on the appLication. 


LC0001/01 


Larry Holcomb 
Holcomb 
Environmental 
Services 


Seeiion 6.2 

Eliminate references 
perceived IAQ. 


to 


Rejected 

The express purpose of the IAQP is to conlrol the 
conccntration of specific contaminants of concern to 
design target levels and to achieve targeted design 
levels of occupant PIAQ acceptability. Unlike the 
commenter’s stated rationale, tbese are not mutually 
exclusive goals. 

The subjective cvaluation necds to bc ictairicd 


because one reason a desiener miitht choose to use 


1AO Procedure is to achievc- a sncciiie Icvcl 
occunant suiisfaction, and .subjectivo cvaluation is 
appropriate means tthough not the onlv means) 


detcrmining wlicthcr thcv’ve succeeded. Note 
subjective evalualions are not requireth thev are oi 
listcd as one wav to evnluate the IAQ nerfomrance 


that 


hl v 


LC0001/02 


Larry Holcomb 
Holcomb 
EnvirOnmental 
Services 


Section 6,2.2 

Add language cotnpelling the 
designer to make references to 
concentration limits established 
by “an approved Standard set”. 

IH-: -ALSO—-WANTS-TQ 

ELIMINATE _ THE 

REFERENCE TO TABLE 3 
AND APP C. WH NKHD TO 

RF.SPON1).IO THIS—AS 

WHLLt 


Rejected 

The designeris liability is to a iarge degree driven by 
their choice of compliance paths and application of it. 
While there is value to choosing an “an approved 
Standard set” of concentration limits, the commenter 
doesn’t reference approved by which governing bO' ly. 
This "approved set" is likely not available for ail 
contaminants of concern. The guidance for the cho ce 
of appropriate concentration limits will get a broader 
explanatiori in the guidcline. 

Nothing: in the proposed language requi 
consideratiori of ali airborne contaminants, only those 
of concern. 

GQpyirt.iniJKll 2/001,. _ 
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Addendum 62h 


1/2000 


Comment 

LC0001/03 


Commenter 
Larry Holcomb 
Holcomb 
Environntenlal 
Services 


Summary of comment 

Section 6.2.3 
Delete section. 


Response ___ 

Rejected 

The designer is required to consider both exnosure 
levels to selected contaminants of concern and PIAQ 
of occupants. This makes the commenter^ rationale 
in agreement with current proposed requirements. 


The rationale for using the term “perceived indoor air 
quality” in this section is this criteria is used to 
measure occupants perceptions. Health and 
contaminant exposure criteria are considered 
separately within this section 

The subjective evaluation necds to be rctaitjcd 


because one reason a designer might choose to use jhe 

[an 
of 
that 
tMy 


1AO Pmccdurc is to achjcyc a specillc levei 
occupant satisfaction. and subjective evaluation is 
appropriate means (though not the unlv means') 


determinina whether thcv’vc succeeded. Note t! 
suhicclivc evaluations are not required; thev are o 
listori as one wav to eyajuato the IAO performance 


REVIKW . 


LCGQ01/04 


Larry Holcomb 
Holcomb 
Environmental 
Services 


Section 6,2.4 
Remove references to 
“subjective occupant 
evaluations” 


Rejected 

The rationale stated by the commenter points to 
potential limitations by using “subjective 
evaluations”. These evaluations are augmented by 
control of contaminants of concern. 


The rationale for using the term “perceived indoor air 
quality” in this section is this criteria is used to 
measure occupants perceptions. Health and 
contaminant exposure criteria are considered 
separately within this section. | 


The suhieetive evaluation needs to be retaii 

ed 

bccausc one reason a desisrner mieht choose to use 

hc 

IAO Pmeedurc is to achieve a specillc leve! 

of 

oceunant satisfactum, and subjective evaluation is 

an 

appropriate means (though iiol the onlv means! 

of 

deteriTiinimr whether thev've succeeded. Note l 


suhieetive evaluations are not required; thev are o 

llv 

listcd as one wav io evuluaie the IAO performante. 


SEB—RESPONSES .FROM —FIRST - PUBfe 

ir- 

REV-H1W: 
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